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76^2 South Gonganon Stroot 
Chicago , Illinois 
• April 1,1965 

i • ' 

The Honorable* Edward V. Lons e ^ . * 

: Leaate Office Building • . 

Washington, D.C. * * r \ 

x 4 . * 

Dear Senator Long: . 

Reference is nade to the letter of Mr. Warren C. Sw indell , 
datod March 16,1965, dirocting your attentlon^ro'^oc 
arrest and conviction of forcer Secret Service A.^ent 
Abraha.a V.', Bolden, 

Cn the night cf March 31, 1965 , I received a long distaaco 
telephone call free Mr, Swindell at v/hich tiao he advised 
ue that you hnye expressed a desiro to discover the facto 
surrounding ny arrest conviction, 

t • 

I W.-.S -arreated by the U.S. Socret Service on Kay 18, 196*. 

The c ire nistonc on of uy arrest are an affront to justice 
and indicate a startling disregard for the law by soce 
centers of tho secret service. . 

• 

On Kay 10,19Sh, I. van attending tho Socrot Sorvico Training _ 
School at '.V .ohingten , D.C. During an interniesion between- 
classes . I was d-nprocchcd by Spocial Agent in Choree oi 
personnel, Howard Anderson, and told that tho secret sorvico 
office in Chicago, Illinoio had just discovered a countor- 

- • • I was told that 

Chicago to ro- 
of assisting 

I wa 3 driven to tho Dullu3 Airport by Hr. Howard todoraon 
and at that tir.o was accompanied by Special Agent Gary 
McLeod who was also attending the aacrot sorvico school. . . 

L’non arriving at Chicago, I was ta’.ccn to tho office of tho ' 
U.S. Attorney where I was" told to woJ.t -for furtr.er inotruo-, 
tioee Shortly thoreafter, Soocinl Agent in Char go Mr» 
SSf; e G.'°Kartinocu advised no that I had boon brought .. - J. 
bach to Chicago because ?rar_h ’willian Jonoa bed g^/on 
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:hc Honors bio Edward V, Long -2- 



April 1,1065 






a signed sworn statement naming ca an conspiring with him * 
to sale a secret government filo to Joseph Spagnoli. I 
th *n H3ked Mr. Kartinoau if I wore under arrest and ho 
stated that a v: arrant for ny arrest had been issued by 
Chief pedaral District Judge Campbell at 2:00P.M. on Kay 
18,1964; however the warrant ua3 not served upon no at 
this tine. I 
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Sir, the law ia very definito concerning the arrest of 
e person accu3od of a crime arrested on a warrant issued 
in another stato at a place 100 miles or more fron tho 
place of arrest, Rule 40, section (b) ,* paragraph (1) 
specifically states that the arrested person shall bo taken 
without unnecessary delay before tho nearest available 
commissioner or a nearby judge of tho United States in- the 
district in which the arrest is made. It is ny opinion 
that the secret service evaded the lav/ by using a pretext 
for t::t» purpose of returning me to Chicago, Illinois .without 
regards to the rules of criminal procedure. Mr. Anderson 
and Inspector Gerald McCann, who acconpied mo to Chicago 
with Gary McLeod,, knew full veil that a warrant had boon 
issued for F.y arrest and tkht tho law requires that I 
be taken before the nearest judicial official in’ Washing- 
ton, L.C: Why did the secret service choose to disregard 

these rules? 

After be in? advised by Mr. Kartincau that a warrant had in 
fact been issued, I asked Mr. Kartineuu, in tho presonco* of 
United 3tato3 Attorney Edv/ard Ilonrahan, to allow no to call 
on attorney since it appeared that .1 vao under arrest. 

Mr. Kartinoau denied tho request and the United States 
Attorney made no at tom t to correct this error and viola- 
tion of my ccnstitional rights. Why did tho secret servico 
pervert my -right to counsel? 

After remaining in the office of tho U.3; Attorney for a 
period of eimht hours and after the warrant van served • ' 
at 12:00 Midnight, I-tny 10,1934, I was finally allowed to 
call ny attorney. During the interrogation by tho secret 
service, I was not allowed to cat or sake rjiy telephone . 
calls to my wife or ny attorney. Why v/as I held inconnuni- 
cato? The Constitution of the United States forbids such 
actions. . # * .. ‘ . * i 

Sir, On July 12,19ob, after tho prosecution cnd'dcfoaao 
h--d concluded tho pr-joontaticn of tho evidonpo in ny firs- 
trial, instructions wore sivon to tho Jury by Pcdoral 
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Die trio v Jud.;a Joseph Sam Perry and the Jury was cent to 
the Jury room for del Iteration. After summoning the Jury 
several tir.ee and receiving a report of impasse ** from the 
fore car. , Judge Perry staged to the Jury: 



"In s.y opinion, the defendant* is guilty of counts 
one two pnd throo of the indictment". 

Jud*-e Perry then sent the Jury back to the Jury chambers \ 
for further deliberations* «hen the Jury- did not reach a 
verdict, Judge retry set tb'o now trial for August 3rd, 

t 

The statements of thfc Judge in reference to my being guilty 
were printed In all of the Chicago newspapers ana vac pre- 
sented on television throughout Chic go. 

At the beginning of the seconc trial on ^ugust 3rd,19o^, 
izy then attorney,- George C. apward^ 3P^5 *«st Roosevelt 
Road, Chicago, Illinois, petitionee. the court of Judge Perry 
for a change of venue due to the adv»:rso publicity and the 
apparent prejudice ’of the Judge. Judge Perry refused a 
change of venue and in doing 0 so stated: 

" Maybe, I'll give you a fair trial tne next 
time. Maybo the evidence won't show that 
he's guilty this time." 

Sir, it should be noted at this point that the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure state in Rule 21, paragraph 
(a) that, "The court upon motion of the defendant shall 
transfer the proceeding as to him to another district or 
division If tne court is satisfied that thero exists in the 
. district, cr division vhoro the prosecution is pending so 
great a prejudice against the defendant that ho cannot ob- 
tain a fLir and impartial trial in that district or division." 

For some .inexplicable reason, these rulo3 were not applied 
during the prosecution of dt case and furthermore, tho 
government resisted, by motion, the reassignment of this 
case to any other Judge. / . •* 



On or about March Jrd,1965i ny present attorneys, Mr. Ray- 
mond J. Smith; 105 Adams dtreot, Room 12C9, and Mr. 

Janes F. tfnrd,135 Louth LaSalle 'Street, Chicago, Illinois, 
submitted a petition for a new trial to Judgo Perry asking 
that a new trial be granted. This petition was based upon 
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Court 

Spagnoli i 
Court j 
Spagnoli : 
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• covernnoat ' s^hiof ? vi tffa^a-a V ’* Joso ? h Spagr.oli, tfc 
oat.., that ho consisted periurv la m’ £ d,T ‘£ ttcd i undoj.- 
ac » 6285 of rho testimony against 

trial titled teltoditSS®^ SfJgSSf}^ of S?isnolft 
?* :•* >°°» eho-.y 3 that the follow* — '^?*? £f cordcd undor 
^ ^pegaoli on January 20 , 195 ^. ~* t * • •‘~ £ * 2 ion was aado 

. ’ I 

Cpagnoii, I lied in the B 0 ldon trial.' 1 

Aro you telling this court under ^ 
toot you lied i a the Bo if on trial? 

Yee, air. 

You co.n.aitted perjury thon? 

Yos, sir. 

Jud-^Perry was the presiding Judge in the Spoilt trial. 

thn't he Je?JuMd t hLSe^ t S i thi r reSSA^ t * f & ff snoli stat oa 

imu d# v?** o?5.is a ss2r r • 

to verify the allegations of s^agao li 1 * ^ intd ovidonce 

^orgo U cy^Howard^°and^toW 0 Fo' -^i^ 6 , 4 “ 7 foraor ^tto^noy, 

had fixed ud the eaao n-alnnt n- d ° ? ?? n 2 liaD4 Jonca 

that he would be wiUir? to to-M £ urther stated • 

&£pec to nanin^ r^on n^a ?? tho G ^ ovo vouid 

vho helped hIm°to^r a fo n o!» ^ identify the persona 

withal* s t a cin'^th a*- *if * wof 1 rf or f°'S Silcea cado a "deal" 
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A tty. Howards 



tho govomnent. proniso you any- • • 
•Z ior todtifying against ny client? 



Spagnoli; Ko, nobody prenised- ne anything. 
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5 iRS - e a ne * trial, prosecutor Cikeo stated: * 

lae only thins that I pronised Spngnoli was 
hSi-fP f . co r, opdra i lon that sa*/o would bo 
• judgo^" V ° t;i ° attcntion of tho sentencing 

and had given hia- peraiaslo.n to do no. * yin ° 

On /.arch^ 25*1365, Federal District Judre Pcrr^ 

trial stating that it was his belie? that Spo-.-roli 
SJ2 perjury in r.y trial. Jud S c Pcr^y stated 

° f record, that it is his bailor that 
r~L,..o±i * ^d-sio.. of perjury is c plan to"froe Boldon" 
a..d *n turn oparr.oai could free hinseif. Judge ^e "~7 
£? ^?t^ nation for a new trial, did not colnont 

1 V? i 1 - iGU03 involved , nor did hp consent upon the 
Vtnutr-^ C ' iSC0 ?-f=j-tcd by ry attorney which without • 
a E ° V; mandatory. There was no hoarinc- 

?£*?? - f2cfcs concerning opagnoli's adnission and tho 5 

allc '- ;;cd , t0 c «pon Spagnoli Tor the ourpooo 
or e /.alining bin concomins his adnission or oc^jurv. *'■ 
Jucge .Perry based his refusal or a now trial sololy uooa 
„; 1 * 1 - k “ c “, ttat did not believe that opagnoli conaitted • 
»7 though . Judgo i’orry ctatoa that 

Spa^nolx do*iniwely conrieted perjury. in hio own trial. 
"t-ial 07021101 • i0 n °“ bol “ s Prosecuted Tor perjury in oitbor 

Sir, all of the above atatereata aro a natter or record '••■ 
a ~ a can be verified by anyono who wishes to loob into • 
oy c-se. ... ; • . ■ • 
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cir, I na calling upon your assistance and the assistance 
°; al T r "-~ ^soricans in an examination of the facts 
or Chit case. dir.ee r.y conviction on August 12,1954, I 
have boon denied employment duo to this blisht upon an 
otherwise impeccable record. . 

• * * • t » 

I seek your 'aid ip any capacity that you nisht doom to be' 
appropriate. •• , *• 

• t 

• * ^ 

. • v. * Your 1 a truly, 

Abrahon V* Bolden 



i 

» 

. *•. ♦* 

• • > 

»■ ’ \ 






* • t • * ••• »* 

• ••*» . • r * 

* . . ,t •• » * 

• •'**..* 

v 

• • 

• . ... . 

. » V; i"- ■; 

. * :« . -:./«• 

.• Ai.*i ** 

• • V ^ • * • • 

v-.-r-f 

• . t 

.*• 1 . . 

, ;*•% . 

• / ** * v 

. iV:v*. * 



